Town of Greenwich

Selectmen’s Board of Education Section 66/67 Charter Revmon Committee
Meeting 20 November 2017
5:00 p.IL.
Town Hall — Cone Room

1. The meeting was called to order at 5:15 PM, followed by the Pledge of
Allegiance.

Attendance: Committee members: Barry Ricke
William Finger, Peter von Braun - Present, Brian
5:20.

hair), Alexis Voulgaris,
unas (Secretary) — Arrived at

7 (approval of previous minutes) to the
sconded this motion. Vote 4-0 to move

Mr. von Braun made a motion to move It
second item on the agenda. William Fing
Item #7 to the second item on the agenda

2, Review and approval of Pi-i;:.;; »

' August 2017. Mr. von Braun

7 June 2017. Mr. von Braun

unanimous consent Vote~-4

3. Discussion of input from Public Forum.

The Committee discussed the input from the Public Forum. Mr. Finger indicated that
he felt the statements at the meeting were helpful relating to possible changes to
Sections 66 and 67 of the charter. Mr. Peldunas indicated the Forum was also helpful in
to understanding sentiment for the overall picture. Ms. Voulgaris related the comments
back to the question on how to get more unaffiliated voters involved. Mr. von Braun
asked about the specific charge relating to sections 66 and 67, and any potential change.
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It was clarified that a change would give authority to the Board of Selectmen, but not the
obligation, to propose changes to section 38.

4. Additional Questions for Law Department.

Mr. Peldunas had asked a clarifying question (whether it was possible for the change to
section 66 and/or 67 be sent directly to referendum prior to approval by the RTM) to the
Law Department but no response had been received. Mr. Rickert and Mr. Finger
indicated that they felt the previous path laid out by the Law Department was clear on
this point. NOTE: a response (see attached) was subsequently received supporting this
view.

5. Additional Discussion and Vote on recomme "é'rtion on Charge.

Mr. von Braun made a motion to recommen to the Board of Selectmen that the Board

of Education be added to section 66 of the Town Charter Mr Peldunas seconded Mr.
Rickert asked for comments.

the people versus a vote by a legisla 1y, toral College mechanism,
the change to direct electlon of US S dthe ' Inent of primaries versus

oIm unafﬂhated voters, and was in favor
s. Voulgaris questioned whether the

The motion as__sed by a vote of 3-2 (M__;Rlckert Mr. von Braun, Mr. Peldunas voting in
favor; Ms. Voulga s, Mr. Flnger voting against).

Mr. Peldunas asked if there were any motions relating to section 67. No motions were
made.

6. Assignment of drafting of results.

The Committee discussed the best means of communicating the results to the Board of
Selectmen. It was determined that a note be sent as soon as possible with the results of
the discussion, and that the note also indicate that a detailed report would follow. Mr.
von Braun made a motion to formalize this path, seconded by Ms. Voulgaris. The vote
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was 4-0-1, with Mr. Finger abstaining. Mr. Peldunas was asked to prepare and send the
note, and to prepare the report.

7. Adjourn.

By motion of Mr. von Braun, seconded by Mr. Finger, the meeting was adjourned at
approximately 5:50 PM.

Barry Rickert, Chair

d by Brian Peldunas, Secretary
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RESPONSE FROM TOWN OF GREENWICH LAW DEPARTMENT (Attorney Fox)

I am sorry that | am late in getting to your inquiry. If | was not clear previously let me say that the outline
previously provided is still accurate. For many reasons, including Home Rule, we cannot go directly to a
referendum. The process goes from the BOS, the RTM and then a referendum if approved by the RTM.
All three steps are necessary including the referendum in light of what is proposed.

Sent frorm my iPad

On Nov 16, 2017, at 3:21 PM, Brian Peldunas <bpeldunas@0ptimuﬂ net> wrote:

Wayne:

Please see below one additional point we would iike:

arify. Is there any. sossible way of bypassing
the RTM on the way to a referendum?

Brian

From: Barry Rickert {ma;Eto barrv rickert.rtm@gmail.com]

I don't believe Wayr_:_""
him a note? lamin

Are we set on Notice?

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 16, 2017, at 8:48 AM, Brian Peidunas <bpeldunas@optimum.net> wrote:
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Barry:

We had originally asked Wayne the question below, to understand the pathway to
implement a change.

“We assume that the pathway to adding the BOE to Section 67 (or 66 and 67) is a
proposal by the BOS under Section 67(a) based in part on the findings of this committee,
approval by the RTM under Section 67(b), concurrence:by the BOS under Section 67(c) if
amended by the RTM, and approval by the voters under Section 66, Is that

correct? What language would need to be added t ons 66 and 67?”

His response was: .
“Should your committee recommend a change to Section 66, or fo “that matter Section 67, then

the matter would be returned to the Board of § men. If, in fact, t e matter received approval
by the majority vote of selectmen, the matter would be transmitted to the Fown clerk and then
would be included in the call of the next RTM rrie ng The RTM could then dopt or amend
f. 1 ' 1e:RTM amend
oard the Board of Selectmen,
-as.required for initiation.”

This seems fairly prescriptive.: Others however, have raised the possibility, because of the
wording in Section 66, tha OS could go to a referendum first and then present the resuilts
of that vote to the RTM for approval. | am not a lawyer, and 1 don’t see the ambiguity raised, but
| would like to verify that this is not possible.

Brian
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